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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was. described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



1. Claims 1-3, 7, 9-11, 14, 15 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Rusch (US. 6,801,777). 



Regarding claim 1 , Rusch teaches a method for selecting (see Rusch, col. 5, 
lines 7-9) a quality of service (see Rusch, col. 3, line 53 and lines 7-8) for a data 
transmission connection between a wireless terminal and a mobile communication 
network (see Rusch, col. 3, lines 66-67), 

in which wireless terminal at least one application is executed (see Rusch, col. 7, 
lines 55-56), and the application determines at least one parameter affecting the quality 
of service for said data transmission connection (see Rusch, col. 5, lines 18-21 ), 
wherein the properties of the wireless terminal (see Rusch, col. 5, line 41, "video display 
characteristics") affecting the data transmission connection (see Rusch, col. 5, lines 35- 
44) are examined and compared with at least one parameter (see Rusch, col. 5, line 47, 
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"video quality") affecting the quality of service determined by said application (see 
Rusch, col. 5, lines 44-51 ), to find out if any determined property of the wireless terminal 
restricts the quality of service of the data transmission connection with respect to any of 
said at least one parameter (see Rusch, col. 5, lines 47-54 and line 38-39, "system 
constraints". Rusch teaches determining if a higher bit-error-rate or lower signal-to-noise 
ratio maybe acceptable by examining and comparing video quality/one parameter 
determined by the application and video display capability/property of the wireless 
terminal). 

Regarding claim 2, Rusch also teaches a method according to claim 1 , wherein 
the properties of the wireless terminal affecting the data transmission connection are 
determined in the wireless terminal (see Rusch, fig. 1, component 118). 

Regarding claim 3, Rusch teaches a method according to claim 1, wherein said 
comparison between the properties of the wireless terminal and at least one parameter 
affecting the quality of service determined by the application is made in the wireless 
terminal (see Rusch, fig. 1, component 112 and col. 5, lines 4-12). 

Regarding claim 7, Rusch further discloses a method according to claim 1, 
wherein said at least one parameter affecting the quality of service is bit rate (see 
Rusch, col. 5, lines 25-26). 
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Regarding claim 9, Rusch teaches a communication system comprising means 
for selecting (see Rusch, col. 5, lines 7-9) a quality of service (see Rusch, col. 3, line 53 
and lines 7-8) for a data transmission connection between a wireless terminal and a 
mobile communication network (see Rusch, col. 3, lines 66-67), 

the wireless terminal comprising means for executing at least one application 
(see Rusch, col. 7, lines 55-56), and means for determining at least one parameter 
affecting the quality of service for said data transmission connection in the application 
(see Rusch, col. 5, lines 18-21), 

wherein the communication system further comprises 

means for determining the properties of the wireless terminal (see Rusch, col. 5, 
line 41, "video display characteristics") affecting the data transmission connection (see 
Rusch, col. 5, lines 35-44), and means for comparing said properties with at least one 
parameter (see Rusch, col. 5, line 47, "video quality") affecting the quality of service 
determined by said application (see Rusch, col. 5, lines 44-51), to find out if any 
determined property of the wireless terminal restricts the quality of service of the data 
transmission connection with respect to any of said at least one parameter (see Rusch, 
col. 5, lines 51-54 and line 38-39, "system constraints"). 

Regarding claim 10, Rusch further teaches a communication system according to 
claim 9, wherein the means for determining the properties of the wireless terminal 
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affecting the data transmission connection are provided in the wireless terminal (see 
Rusch, fig. 1, component 118). . 

Regarding claim 11, Rusch also teaches a communication system according to 
claim 9, wherein the means for comparing said properties with at least one parameter 
affecting the quality of service determined by said application are provided in the 
wireless terminal (see Rusch, fig. 1, component 112 and col. 5, lines 4-12). 

Regarding claim 14, Rusch also discloses a communication system according to 
claim 9, wherein said at least one parameter affecting the quality of service is bit rate 
(see Rusch, col. 5, lines 25-26). 

Regarding claim 15, Rusch teaches a wireless terminal (see Rusch, fig. 1, 
component 100) for use in a communication system comprising 

means for selecting (see Rusch, col. 5, lines 7-9) a quality of service (see Rusch, 
col. 3, line 53 and lines 7-8) for a data transmission connection between a wireless 
terminal and a mobile communication network (see Rusch, col. 3, lines 66-67), 

the wireless terminal comprising 

means for executing at least one application (see Rusch, col. 7, lines 55-56) and 
means for determining at least one parameter affecting the quality of service for 

said data transmission connection in the application (see Rusch, col. 5, lines 18-21), 

wherein the wireless terminal further comprises 
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means for determining the properties of the wireless terminal (see Rusch, col. 5, 
line 41, "video display characteristics") affecting the data transmission connection (see 
Rusch, col. 5, lines 35-44), and 

means for comparing said properties with at least one parameter (see Rusch, 
col. 5, line 47, "video quality") affecting the quality of service determined by said 
application (see Rusch, col. 5, lines 44-51), to find out if any determined property of the 
wireless terminal restricts the quality of service of the data transmission connection with 
respect to any of said at least one parameter (see Rusch, col. 5, lines 51-54 and line 
38-39, "system constraints"). 

Regarding claim 17, Rusch further teaches a wireless terminal according to claim 
15, wherein means for executing at least one application comprise 

an application execution environment (see Rusch, fig. 1 , components 1 12, 1 14, 
116, 118 and 120), in which the determination of the properties of the wireless terminal 
(see Rusch, col. 5, line 41, "video display characteristics") affecting the quality of service 
(see Rusch, col. 5, lines 35-44), and the comparison of said properties with at least one 
parameter (see Rusch, col. 5, line 47, "video quality") affecting the quality of service 
determined by said application (see Rusch, col. 5, lines 44-51), are arranged to be 
performed (see Rusch, fig. 1, components 112, 114 and 118). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rusch in 
view of Smith et al (US. 6,088,732). 

Regarding claim 6, Rusch teaches a method for selecting (see Rusch, col. 5, 
lines 7-9) a quality of service (see Rusch, col. 3, line 53 and lines 7-8) for a data 
transmission connection between a wireless terminal and a mobile communication 
network (see Rusch, col. 3, lines 66-67), 

in which wireless terminal at least one application is executed (see Rusch, col. 7, 
lines 55-56), and the application determines at least one parameter affecting the quality 
of service for said data transmission connection (see Rusch, col. 5, lines 18-21), 
wherein the properties of the wireless terminal (see Rusch, col. 5, line 41, "video display 
characteristics") affecting the data transmission connection (see Rusch, col. 5, lines 35- 
44) are examined and compared with at least one parameter (see Rusch, col. 5, line 47, 
"video quality") affecting the quality of service determined by said application (see 
Rusch, col. 5, lines 44-51 ), to find out if any determined property of the wireless terminal 
restricts the quality of service of the data transmission connection with respect to any of 
said at least one parameter (see Rusch, col. 5, lines 47-54 and line 38-39, "system 
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constraints". Rusch teaches determining if a higher bit-error-rate or lower signal-to-noise 
ratio maybe acceptable by examining and comparing video quality/one parameter 
determined by the application and video display capability/property of the wireless 
terminal). 

However, Rusch fails to teach that wherein if said comparison indicates that one 
or more properties of the wireless terminal, affecting the data transmission, restricts the 
quality of service of the data transmission connection, no information of this is 
transferred to the application. 

But Smith et al teach a method for selecting a quality of service (see Smith et al, 
col. 1 , lines 44-48) for a data transmission connection between a wireless terminal and 
a mobile communication network (see Smith et al, col. 2, lines 63-67), 

wherein if a comparison indicates that one or more properties of the wireless 
terminal, affecting the data transmission, restricts the quality of service of the data 
transmission connection (see Smith et al, col. 12, lines 63-64), no information of this is 
transferred to the application (see Smith et al, col. 12, line 67; terminating the 
application inherently teaches that no information of said comparison is transferred to 
the application). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Rusch with the teaching of Smith 
et al in order to determine the quality of service for multimedia applications (see Smith 
et al, col. 1, lines 44-48). 
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3. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rusch 
as applied to claim 15 above, and further in view of Lintulampi (US. 6,177,804). 

Regarding claim 16, Rusch teaches a wireless terminal according to claim 15. 

However, Rusch fails to teach that wherein it comprises means for transmitting a 
connection request to a mobile communication network, and means for transmitting 
QoS parameters in said connection request. 

But, Lintulampi teaches a wireless terminal (see Lintulampi, col. 1, line 5) 
comprises means for transmitting a connection request to a mobile communication 
network, and means for transmitting QoS parameters in said connection request (see 
Lintulampi, col. 4, lines 44-47). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teaching of Rusch with the teaching of 
Lintulampi in order to obtain a higher transmission rate (see Lintulampi, col. 2, lines 15- 
18). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 4, 5, 8, 12 and 13 allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 

Regarding claim 4, the combination of Rusch, Smith et al and Lintulampi teaches 
a method for selecting a quality of service for a data transmission connection between a 
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wireless terminal and a mobile communication network, in which wireless terminal at 
least one application is executed, and the application determines at least one parameter 
affecting the quality of service for said data transmission connection, wherein the 
properties of the wireless terminal affecting the data transmission connection are 
examined and compared with at least one parameter affecting the quality of service 
determined by said application, to find out if any determined property of the wireless 
terminal restricts the quality of service of the data transmission connection with respect 
to any of said at least one parameter. 

However, any combination of Rusch, Smith et al and Lintulampi fails to teach that 
wherein if said comparison indicates that one or more properties of the wireless 
terminal, affecting the data transmission, restricts the quality of service of the data 
transmission connection, information of this is transferred to the application. 

Regarding claim 12, the combination of Rusch, Smith et al and Lintulampi 
teaches a communication system comprising means for selecting a quality of service for 
a data transmission connection between a wireless terminal and a mobile 
communication network, the wireless terminal comprising means for executing at least 
one application and means for determining at least one parameter affecting the quality 
of service for said data transmission connection in the application, wherein the 
communication system further comprises means for determining the properties of the 
wireless terminal affecting the data transmission connection, and means for comparing 
said properties with at least one parameter affecting the quality of service determined by 
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said application, to find out if any determined property of the wireless terminal restricts 
the quality of service of the data transmission connection with respect to any of said at 
least one parameter. 

However, any combination of Rusch, Smith et al and Lintulampi fails to teach that 
wherein it comprises means for transmitting the result of said comparison to the 
application. 

Regarding claim 8, the combination of Rusch, Smith et al and Lintulampi teaches 
a method for selecting a quality of service for a data transmission connection between a 
wireless terminal and a mobile communication network, in which wireless terminal at 
least one application is executed, and the application determines at least one parameter 
affecting the quality of service for said data transmission connection, wherein the 
properties of the wireless terminal affecting the data transmission connection are 
examined and compared with at least one parameter affecting the quality of service 
determined by said application, to find out if any determined property of the wireless 
terminal restricts the quality of service of the data transmission connection with respect 
to any of said at least one parameter. 

However, any combination of Rusch, Smith et al and Lintulampi fails to teach that 
wherein one or more QoS default profiles are stored in the wireless terminal. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
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accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see sixth paragraph on page 10 and the bridging 
paragraph between pages 10 and 1 1 , filed 1 1/08/04, with respect to the rejection(s)of 
claim(s) 1-3, 7, 9-11 and 14-17 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) have been fully considered and 
are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Rusch, Smith et al and 
Lintulampi 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wen Huang whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
6285. The examiner can normally be reached on 10am - 6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivian Chin can be reached on (703) 308-6739. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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